from the city of York. Taylor was the eldest of the five surviving children of Stephen Taylor and his wife Dowsabell. 3 The Taylor family had a tradition of service to the Clifford earls of Cumberland, one of the great magnate houses of the North, and the Taylors' fortunes were tied closely to theirs. In the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries, Taylor's father and two of his uncles were the earls' senior estate and household officers. 4 This generation of Taylors were the Cliffords' most trusted servants, playing an important role in the day-to-day management of the earls' residences and vast estates in Cumberland, Westmorland, and Yorkshire. Taylor's father Stephen was the steward of Skipton Castle -the heart of the Clifford inheritance -and of the family estates in Bickerton, as well as the receiver general in Craven. His uncle Thomas also served as a steward, but very little information is available about his career. 5 His uncle John was the Cliffords' man of affairs in London, and as such he had a wide range of responsibilities. He was deeply involved in managing their financial and legal affairs. For example, he kept the extravagant earls' throng of creditors at bay, negotiated the inheritance dispute between the 4 th Earl and his niece, Lady
Anne Clifford, and represented the earls' interests in disputes with the Merchant Adventurers over a lucrative cloth license. 6 It is clear that both John and Stephen Taylor were men of outstanding ability who served their masters well.
7
Since Taylor's father and uncles worked so closely with the Clifford earls, young Taylor was certainly known to them as well. The Taylors were more than just the Cliffords' trusted servants. The friendly and casual relationship between Taylor's uncle John, on the one hand, and the 4 th Earl and his eldest son, Henry Clifford (Lord Clifford), on the other, is apparent in their correspondence. 8 Henry Clifford was also on good terms with Stephen Taylor and his family.
9
Young Taylor's acquaintance with the Clifford earls and the notables who gathered around them very likely opened doors to his future employment in government service.
Religion and Education
The Clifford earls were unconcerned about consorting with Catholics and maintained friendly relationships with many Catholic relatives and local Catholic gentry families. for the Taylors, as most of them were Catholics of some sort, ranging from church papists to full-fledged recusants. The Cliffords often stayed in Bickerton, and the Taylors' religious preference was not an issue for them.
10
The Cliffords' casual attitude was partly due to the fact that Catholicism and even recusancy was not unusual among the Yorkshire gentry at the time. Even though Catholics made up a comparatively small proportion of the overall population, Catholicism was more prevalent among the gentry. J. C. H. Aveling estimates that gentry households accounted for approximately two-thirds of Yorkshire Catholics in the latter half of Elizabeth's reign. He notes that the old faith was particularly strong among the gentry of the West Riding, including the Ainsty: "The community of hereditary Catholics in the West Riding counted as one of the largest, most productive of martyrs and vocations, and wealthiest in England." 11 According to Aveling, approximately one-quarter of the nobility and landed gentry there was Catholic until the end of the seventeenth century.
12
While recusancy was fairly common among the Yorkshire gentry, it should be noted that few families were purely recusant. The head of the family often resorted to occasional conformity to protect his property and avoid fines and imprisonment. Children raised in recusant households
[R]ecusants of below gentry status cannot be considered independently of their social superiors. All of the clusterings [of recusants] ... existed in close proximity to gentry presence, and, in the case of the parishes in the Ainsty they owed their presence very directly to the gentry, mostly being employed in their households or as tenants on their farms.
16
The Taylors' presence, therefore, provided important support to the enclave of Catholics in
Bickerton and the parish of Bilton, which included their servants, tenants, and other parishioners.
In 1604, for instance, two of John Taylor's servants were presented along with their master for noncommunicancy at Easter. 17 Stephen Taylor was cited in 1615 for neglecting to send his children and his servants to be catechized. Moreover, several inhabitants of the parish were reported for non-attendance at church and other conservative practices.
18
During a time when persecution was driving many Catholics to conform, Taylor's parents were devoted to the old faith. Unlike some Catholic men of his class, Stephen Taylor did not leave the spiritual leadership of the household to his wife to avoid the penalties of recusancy.
Instead he ran the risk of heavy fines and loss of property by refusing to conform. Both of Taylor's parents heard mass when they could and refused to attend parish services on Sundays and days of obligation as required by law. While for many of his subjects these foreign policy issues were highly charged with religious significance, for Charles I, who assumed the throne in 1625, they were largely dynastic. Taylor quickly became more involved in Anglo-Spanish affairs. From July 1634 to May 1635, he was sent to Madrid as an accredited diplomatic agent to expedite the negotiations for a secret Anglo-Spanish maritime treaty that was already underway in England. 63 Initially, Taylor's charge was to secure the recall of Necolalde, whom the English peace party ministers blamed for the slow progress of the treaty negotiations. Taylor accomplished his task with dispatch, for by August, Philip IV had nominated the Count of Humanes as Necolalde's replacement. 64 Once he achieved this objective, Taylor was ordered to remain in Spain until news of the conclusion of the treaty came from England. During this time he had several discussions with Philip's most trusted minister, the Count-Duke of Olivares, about important issues, including the Palatinate. 65 Olivares was favorably inclined toward Taylor, though this may have stemmed more from the latter's pro-Habsburg stance than his skill in negotiation. 66 Still, in the estimation of Sir Arthur Hopton, the English resident agent in Spain, Taylor was "a very honest and careful man" who acquitted his diplomatic duties in Spain quite satisfactorily. in Vienna to continue his negotiations with the Emperor, felt he had done nothing wrong. He had openly sent copies of the memorials in question to the King and Windebank, who did not think of recalling him from Vienna and even refused to do so at his repeated request. 71 In reality the reason for Taylor's rebuke was his propensity to move forward more quickly and publicly than the King would have liked. Taylor completed negotiations with the Emperor for the Brussels conference during his final months in Vienna, and in early 1639 he was finally recalled at his own request.
72
The King attached no real blame to Taylor's conduct at the Imperial court until after his return to England in April 1639. 73 By that time, he had found ample reason to distance himself from Taylor. The French, with whom Charles had been negotiating on and off since Arundel's return to England in January 1637, had discovered the plans for the Brussels conference. The
King thus felt obliged to launch an investigation against Taylor to clear his royal name. To satisfy the war party and the French, he asked the Foreign Affairs Committee to call Taylor to account for promoting the Brussels conference without the commission to do so. 74 Because of Taylor's reliance on the King and his lack of credibility with many royal ministers -both circumstances rooted in his Catholicism -Taylor was compelled to accept the consequences. The real cause of his disgrace, therefore, was not his undertakings with the Habsburgs, which were covertly encouraged by the Crown, but rather that their exposure embarrassed the King and prejudiced
English negotiations for a treaty with France. As a Catholic and the King's loyal supporter, Taylor became the unwitting scapegoat for his monarch's double-dealing foreign policy.
As a further sign that he did not sanction Taylor's actions, the King committed Taylor to the Tower in September 1639, where he remained for at least seven months. 75 The erstwhile diplomat was miserable in his confinement. Not only had he purportedly offended his sovereign and been imprisoned under embarrassing circumstances, but he also found himself in dire financial straits because of the debts he incurred during his diplomatic service and imprisonment. Rochester had the chance to form his own opinion about Taylor, because in his role as ambassador to the Emperor, German princes, and Imperial Diet, he worked with Taylor to convince them to support Charles morally and financially. 90 Taylor met Rochester as instructed in Regensburg, where the Diet convened in 1653 and 1654, but he delayed presenting his credentials, perhaps because of his feud with Hyde and Charles's failure to provide for his expenses. 91 Eventually Taylor did present them, and with the aid of the elector of Mainz, he and Charles -four subsidies (Römermonate) voted by the Diet plus a donation of 100,000 thalers from the Emperor. 92 Actual receipt of this contribution, however, was dependent on the collection of the promised sums from German princes in the various Imperial circles (Reichskreise), or districts.
This unenviable chore was divided among Charles's agents in Germany, and Taylor was assigned the Austrian and Bavarian circles. 93 Taylor apparently had doubts that the German princes would pay and thought the Pope would more willingly aid his master, for he suggested to Hyde that he instead go to Rome to convince Innocent X to support Charles's cause. Hyde, however, disagreed, remarking acerbically: "[I] cannot believe that when the Emperor sent his Great Seal for the payment of 100,000 rix-dollars to the King, he intended that he should have nothing for it but the wax." 94 He ordered Taylor to remain in Vienna lest the Emperor believe himself absolved from his promise. 95 Taylor therefore continued in his discouraging task. In December 1654, six months after his departure from Regensburg, he wrote to Prince Rupert, the brother of the does not mean that the Taylors were not affected by the consequences of their Catholicism. They certainly were, with the ultimate loss of Taylor's inheritance being the most obvious example.
Taylor's story also demonstrates that Charles I had no qualms about taking Catholics into his service and entrusting them with negotiations of a sensitive nature. Taylor's involvement in the King's secret Habsburg foreign policy was in fact due in large part to his vulnerable financial, religious, and political position, which made him an easy scapegoat should the need for one arise.
In the end, however, the King's underhanded tactics blew up in his face. While he had Taylor thrown into the Tower for openly dealing with the Emperor, this was not enough to conceal the nature of his negotiations with the Catholic Habsburgs. The exposure of Charles's secret foreign policy had momentous consequences, for it contributed to the hardening of Protestant opinion against him that manifested itself in the Civil War.
